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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 24 September 2009 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a NON-FINAL Office Action in response to the communication 
received on 24 September 2009. This application has thus been REVIVED . Claims 
6-10 are now pending in this application. 

Response to Amendments 

2. The Examiner acknowledges the amendments made by the Applicant with 
respect to the Specification of the application in that the Title and Abstract have been 
amended. 

3. Applicant's Amendment has been acknowledged in that: NO Claims have been 
newly amended : Claims 1-5 have been newly cancelled ; Claims 6-10 have been 
newly added : hence, as such, Claims 6-10 are pending in this application . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 6-10 are means (or step) plus function limitation claims that invoke 35 
U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph. However, the specification/written description fails to 
clearly link or associate the disclosed structure, material, or acts to the claimed function 
such that one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize what structure, material, or acts 
perform the claimed function. 

Applicant is required to: 
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(a) Amend the claim so that the claim limitation will no longer be a means (or 
step) plus function limitation under 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph; or 

(b) Amend the written description of the specification such that it clearly links or 
associates the corresponding structure, material, or acts to the claimed function without 
introducing any new matter (35 U.S.C. 132(a)); or 

(c) State on the record where the corresponding structure, material, or acts are 
set forth in the written description of the specification that perform the claimed function. 
For more information, see 37 CFR 1.75(d) and MPEP §§ 608.01 (o) and 2181. 

6. Referring to Claims 6-10 : A patent applicant who employs means-plus-function 
language must set forth in the specification an adequate disclosure showing what is 
meant by that language. If an applicant fails to set forth an adequate disclosure, the 
applicant has in effect failed to particularly point out and distinctly claim the invention as 
required by the second paragraph of section 112. To avoid purely functional claiming in 
cases involving computer-implemented inventions, we have consistently required that 
the structure disclosed in the specification be more than simply a general purpose 
computer or microprocessor. Because general purpose computers can be programmed 
to perform very different tasks in very different ways, simply disclosing a computer as 
the structure designated to perform a particular function does not limit the scope of the 
claim to 'the corresponding structure, material, or acts that perform the function, as 
required by section 112 paragraph 6. Thus, in a means-plus-function claim in which the 
disclosed structure is a computer, or microprocessor, programmed to carry out an 
algorithm, the disclosed structure is not the general purpose computer, but rather the 
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special purpose computer programmed to perform the disclosed algorithm. 
Consequently, a means-plus-function claim element for which the only disclosed 
structure is a general purpose computer is invalid if the specification fails to disclose an 
algorithm for performing the claimed function. 

Although Applicant uses "means for" in Claims 6-10, it is the Examiner's position 
that the "means for" phrase(s) do not invoke 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph. If 
Applicant(s) concur, the Examiner respectfully requests Applicant(s) to either amend the 
claim(s) to remove all instances of "means for" from the claim(s), or to explicitly state on 
the record why 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph should not be invoked. Alternatively, if 
Applicant(s) desire to invoke 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph, the Examiner respectfully 
requests Applicant(s) to expressly state their desire on the record. Upon receiving such 
express invocation of 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph, the "means for" phrase(s) will be 
interpreted as set forth in the Supplemental Examination Guidelines for Determining the 
Applicability of 35 USC 112 6% 

Failure by Applicant(s) in their next response to also address the 35 U.S.C. 112 
6 th paragraph issues in accordance with 37 C.F.R. §1.11 1(b) or to be non-responsive to 
this issue entirely will be considered a desire by Applicant(s) NOT to invoke 35 U.S.C. 
112 6 th paragraph. Unless expressly noted otherwise by the Examiner, the preceding 
discussion on 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph applies to all examined claims currently 
pending. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hovland 
et al. (US Pat. No. 6,169,914), [hereinafter Hovland]. 

Referring to Claim 6 : Hovland teaches a remote control and feedback system 
comprising a local station and a remote station: the local station comprising receptacle 
means including an input object orifice for receiving an input object therethrough, means 
for detecting the displacement of said through said orifice as a function of time, first 
transducer means for producing an input displacement signal corresponding to said 
displacement of said input object, transmission means for transmitting said input 
displacement signal to said remote station (Hovland: Abstract; Figures 1, 2, 4); said 
remote station comprising receiving means for receiving said input displacement signal, 
an output object, and second transducer means operative to drive said output object in 
tandem with the motion of said input object (Hovland: Abstract; Figures 1, 2, 4; Claims 
1-10). 



Application/Control Number: 10/670,030 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3684 

Referring to Claim 7 : Hovland discloses a remote control and feedback system 
wherein receptacle means is adaptable for receptive interaction with a local user 
(Hovland: Abstract; Figures 1, 2, 4). 

Referring to Claim 8 : Hovland shows a remote control and feedback system 
wherein said output object is adaptable for interaction with a remote user (Hovland: 
Abstract; Figures 1, 2, 4-14). 

Referring to Claim 9 : Hovland discusses a remote control and feedback system 
wherein said remote station includes video camera means for monitoring the interaction 
of said input object with said remote user and producing video signals corresponding to 
said interaction (Hovland: Figures 1,2, 4-14; Claims 1-10). 

Referring to Claim 10 : Hovland teaches a remote control and feedback system 
wherein said local station includes local video receiver means and where said remote 
station includes video transmission means for transmitting the remote video signals to 
said local video receiver means for viewing by said local user (Hovland: Figures 1, 2, 4- 
14; Column 4, Line 23-Column 8, Line 67; Claims 1-10, 32-35). 



Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Benjamin S. 
Fields at telephone number 571.272.9734. The examiner can normally be reached 
MONDAY THRU FRI between the hours of 9AM and 7PM. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, KAMBIZ ABDI can 
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be reached at 571.272.67026919. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Benjamin S. Fields 
13 January 2010 



/Nga B. Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3684 



